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-and m1slead1ng smce the artlcle was. compounded of drled vegetables, not fresh _'

}7egetables, and d1d not provide the v1tamms that some vegetables prov1de in the1r
resh state.

" Thé article was alse alleged to be mlsbranded under the prov1smns of the law
-applicable to drugs, as reported in notices of judgment on drugs and devices.

" On May 12, 1948, no -claimant having appeared, judgments of condemnatlon ;

Were entered and the product was ordered destroyed

5796. Misbranding of Bovex. U. S. v. 21 Bottles of Bovex. Default decree of
‘condemnation and destruction. (F. D..C. No. 9808. Sample No. 31130—F)
Analysis showed that the article. consisted of an oil such as hnseed and
wheat-germ oil with a small amount' of calcium carbonate and water.
= On April 28, 1943, the United States attorney for the Northern sttrlct of
California ﬁled a libel against' 21 1-pint bottles of Bovex at Petaluma, Calif,,

alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce from Portland, ‘

- Oreg., on or about March 23, 1943 by the Tr1angle Milling Co.; ; and chargmg
that it was misbranded.

It was alleged to be misbranded (1) in that the statements appearing in its

label which represented and suggested and created in the mind of the reader the

. impression that it would be effective for better breeding, would promote normal g

breeding, aid in the prevention of sterility due to vitamin or nutritional deficien-
cies, aid reproduction by reason of its content of vital elements and chemicals,
prevent infection, prevent the embyro from being reabsorbed, promote normal
conception, reduce the immediate deficiency from:normal reproduction, and

help prevent reabsorption; and-that vitamin B was accepted by the American -

Medical Association and the American Council of Pharmacy and Chemistry as
the anti-sterility vitamin were false and misleading since the article was not
so effective and had not been accepted by the associations named; and (2) in that

. it was fabricated from two or more ingrédients and its label falled to bear the .

common or usual name of each such ingredient.
The article was. also alleged to be misbranded under the provisions of the
- law apphcable to drugs as reported in the notices of Judgment on drugs and
devices.
On June 30, 1943, no claimant having appeared, Judgment of COndemnatlon was
entered and the’ product was ordered destroyed :

) 5797‘. Mlsbranding of Cuban honey. ‘'U. S. v. 38 Jars and 284 Paekages of Honey.
- Decrees of condemmnation. Portion of product ordered destroyed and

remainder ordered sold upon adopﬁon of safegzuards to insure its use -

‘in compliance with the law. (F.D. C. Nos. 8170, 8371, Sample Nos. 1116-F, .

1117-¥, 5901-F.)
On August 21 and September 28, 1942,-~the United States attorneys for the

Eastern District of Missouri and the Northern District of Illinois filed libels

~against 25 $1-size, 7 $2-size, and 6 $3.75-size jars of honey at St. Louis, Mo.,
and 141 9-ounce, 81 22l%-ounce, 56 48-ounce, 8 96-ounce, and 3 1-gallon
packages of honey at Chicago, Il1l, alleging that the article had been shipped
in interstate commerce on or about June 16, July 18, and August 29, 1942, from
Lansing, Mich., by Cuban Honey, Inc.; and chargmg that it was mlsbranded
‘The article was.labeled in'part: “El Agumaldo Cuban Honey.”

. Analysis of a sample of the article showed that it consisted of honey, and
that the mineral matter therein amounted to approx1mate1y one-sixth of 1
percent.

The lot at Chicago Was alleged to be mlsbranded in that the statements appear-"

ing in its labeling which reépresented and suggested that it would constitute a
remedy for sick and wounded soldiers, and that it provided a significant portion
. of minerals, and constituted an adequate treatment for digestive disorders,
- bronchial asthma, bronchitis, asthma, bronchial pneumonia, coughs, sinus c¢on-

' ditions, hay fever, and stomach ulcers were false and misleading since it would -

not -constitute a remedy for sick and wounded soldiers nor an adequate treat-

- ment for the conditions above-described, and it dld not provide a significant
‘portion of minerals,

The lot at St. Louis was alleged to be misbranded in that the statements ap-

" pearing in its labeling which represented and suggested that it constituted a

remedy for sick and wounded soldiers; that it was valued for its medicinal

properties; that it played an important part in the preservation of zestful health

for those who were well and in restoring health to those who were ill; that it '



by those Whose dlgestlon

ta_mng_food ‘that it-would- soothe tired nerves and aid in preventmg sleepless
ni 1t deﬁed chem1ca1 analys1s that it prov1ded the necessary minéral
t cortained a significant proportlon of minerals} that it was more.
,.as11y retamed in the ‘stomachs: of children than were other foods sultable for
hem ; that-it: was-a subst1tute for cod hver oil and orano'e juice; that, when
d-\as dlrected it Would cause an, 1ncrease in Welght An. chlldren not caused

tr1t10n were false and Jmsleadlng since it ‘did not drffer in-a materlal respect

and orange Ju1ce, and it Would not be eﬁicacrous for the, purposes recommended
Jor »accomphsh the results claimed. Both lots were alleged to be: mlsbranded
K ru. hi

S0 LSt Louls, “Analysis ____% ____ Water 1853, Invert.Sugars 71.01, Sucrose .83,
ROt Ash .25, Dextrme 289, Undetermined. 6.99, Alkaloids None,” and “Analysis of -

as“ Impau‘ed and who -have difficulty .in "% '

from} domestrc honey, 1t ‘had not" deﬁed chemlcal analysm, 1t did . not contam '

er.in that the following statements appearing in the labeling of the lot-at -

"Ash - % 1. Sllicon 4.78, Iron. .88, Calcium 3.67, Magnesium 1.18, Sodium

- 145 12, Potassmm 48.47, Phosphorous 8, Sulphur .97, Chlorine 9.87, Undetermined

15277 and substantlally the*same statements in the labeling of -the lot at .

el Ch1cago were misleading, since such statements failed to reveal that the article,
' consisted -essentially of -a var1ety of sugars, and that the other constituents
named, including the various mineral elements mentioned, were present in the

artlcle in so. small a proportron ag to-be negligible."

B "~ .The. article was also alleged to be misbranded under “the prowswns of the .
o law apphcable to drugs as reported in ‘the notlees of Judgment on drugs and -

devmes :
'On December 7, 1942 and J anuary 6 1943 no clalmant appeared, Judgments of
condemnatlon were entered ‘and it was_ ordered that the lot at Chicago be de-

(

’stroyed and that the lot at St. Louis be sold to the person or corporation offering- ™
. "the highest bid and adopting. such safeguards as might be recommended by the :

Federal Security Agency agamst its use in violation of the’ lawt

5"98. Misbranding of Improved Heptuna. U. S.wv,, 46 Cases of Gelatlne Capsules.

“Consent decree of condemnation. Product ordered) released under ‘bond -

: for relabeling. (F. D. C. No. 9045. . Sample No. 1951-F

e On or about December 31, 1942, the United" States attorney for the Northern
-f Vo Dlstrrct of Illinois filed a libel ~aga1nst 46 cases, each containing 144 gelatm
capusles, at: Chicago; IH., alleging that the article had been’ 'shipped within the

‘peried from on or about November 11 to December 8, 1942, from Detroit, Mich.,
- by the Gelatin Products-Co.; and charging that it was misbranded." The artlcle
_was' labeled in part: “Improved Heptuna Fifty [or “One Hundred”] ‘Soluble

Gelatme Capsules Vitamins A B D G with Liver and Iron.”

v ‘-t 'Phe article was alleged to be misbranded in that the followmg statements '

“on its. label, “Vitamins * * * & and “liver concentrate fortlﬁed
with * % * ripoflavin. * % * Vitamin G ... 100 Gammas,” were mjs-
- v .leading smce such stdatements represented and suggested that the artlcle, ‘when

~taken as directed, would provide a consequential amount of vitamin G (ribo- .

‘flavin), whereas 1t would not prov1de a consequential amount of vitamin G, It

~was alleged to be misbrandéd further in that it purported to be 4 food for speclal ‘

~'@ietary uses, and its label failed to bear such information concerning its vitamin

~and mineral properties as has been determiined to be, and by regulations pre- .’

scribed ‘as, necessary in order fully to inform’ purchasers as to its value for such

. .. uses, since its label failed to state the proportion of the minimum daily require- . -

- “ment of vitamins A, By, D and G contained in a specified quantlty of thearticle,
-and the proportmn of the minimum daily requirement for iron supplied - by the

- grticle when ‘consumed in a spemﬁed quantlty dumng a pemod of 1 day, as '

e

- requlred by the regulatlons
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